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Group/Art Unit: 3636 
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Mail Stop: RCE 

Honorable Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 



Dear Sir: 

This is a continued examination transmittal in response to the office action of 
January 25, 2005. Please amend the claims as indicated in the accompanying Claim 
Amendment sheet. 

In his office action, the examiner continues to reject claims 1,4-6 and 12-14 
under 35 U.S.C. Sec. 102(b) as being anticipated by Dawson. The examiner persists in 
utilizing Dawson as an anticipatory reference even though the mechanical operation of 
Dawson with its wall paralleling movement for the seat between its open and closed 
positions is opposite that of the applicant's seat movement which is toward and away 
from the supporting wall. Claim 1 as previously presented described the seat frame and 
back frame as being moveable toward and away from the supporting wall between a 



seating position and a substantially flat horizontal auxiliary position. Dawson is not 
moveable in a substantially flat horizontal auxiliary position. 

Claim 1 as again amended in the accompanying Claim Amendments is now 
further described as having both a seat frame and a back frame moveable relative to the 
main supporting member. This does not occur in Dawson since there is no movement of 
the seat frame relative to the main supporting member. Additionally, claim 1 describes 
the substantially flat horizontal auxiliary position of the seat frame and back frame as 
being in substantially the same plane. Accordingly, claim 1 as currently amended is 
neither anticipated nor rendered obvious by Dawson. Claims 4 and 5 depend from claim 
1, thus the arguments advance as to the allowability of claim 1 apply equally to claims 4 
and 5. In claim 6, the actuating link is described as a rigid member pivotally connected 
to the fixed support and leg. In Dawson, links 21 and 85 are the only two rigid links with 
link 85 extending between the leg and link 21 which is not a fixed support. As such, 
claim 6 is not anticipated nor rendered obvious by Dawson. 

Claim 12 has been amended to indicate more specifically that in the substantially 
flat horizontal auxiliary position of the back frame and seat frame, the two frame parts are 
flush. This does not exist in Dawson. Accordingly, claim 12 is not anticipated nor 
rendered obvious by Dawson. 

In claim 13, the actuating link again is described as a rigid member pivotally 
connected between the support means and the leg. As argued with respect to claim 6, this 
structure does not exist in Dawson. Accordingly, claim 13 and its depending claim 14 
are neither anticipated nor rendered obvious by Dawson. 



Claims 2, 3, 7 - 11 and 15 - 17 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. Sec. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Dawson in view of Carte. In his previous response, the applicant 
advanced an argument as to why the teachings of Carte cannot be combined into the 
Dawson form of seat frame. The examiner, on page 4 of his office action, does not really 
explain how such a substitution could be accomplished other than simply summarily 
saying that the seating of Dawson could be modified as such that the seat and back 
frames are each pivotally and slidably mounted on the main supporting member by 
linkage such as disclosed in Carte. In Carte, the frame is pivoted to the floor for an 
important reason. Once the seat and back frame are in their horizontal flush orientation, 
the entire frame system must be shifted outwardly relative to the adjacent wall to allow 
the flush seat and back frame to be pivoted into its stored position. Additionally, side 
members 17 in Carte are required to support the seat and back frame members in their 
seating position. Therefore, in order to incorporate the rather complicated frame 
construction of Carte and its teachings into Dawson, base frame 60 in Dawson would 
have to be entirely modified and somehow reconstructed to accommodate members 17 
which are pivoted from the floor well below the seat so as to incorporate the pivoted and 
raised support 21 and its linkage 85. Thus, one must eliminate the floor anchorage in 
Carte in order to provide any accommodation in Dawson. In summary, any incorporation 
of the Carte teachings into Dawson would not be obvious and certainly would not be 
within the ordinary skill of the art. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that claims 2, 3, 7 - 1 1 and 15 - 17 are not obvious 
over Dawson in view of Carte. Nor would claims 1,4-6 and 12 - 14 be obvious over 
Dawson in view of Carte for the same reasons. 



SUMMARY 

Accordingly, it is submitted that claims 1 - 17 as presently amended are allowable 
over the Dawson and Carte references. 



tfully Submitted, 




. Hall, Reg. No. 24,893 
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